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voice in them with another person intellectually his
superior* Upon this it is to be observed, that such an
arrangement would not confer political liberty upon
any one to whom it gave only a single vote. We have
seen that no one can properly be said to be politically
free whose share in the election of the ruling power
can be rendered nugatory by the superior share in it
given to another. If therefore this suggestion were
acted upon, real political liberty would still be denied
not only to those whose admission to the suffrage could
not, as we have found reason to fear, be effected with-
out undue risk, but also to those for whose continued
exclusion there is (as has been shown) no sufficient
ground. It seems obviously better to give the sub-
stance of the privilege to those upon whom it may be
safely conferred, than to give,, in the manner proposed
by Mr. Mill, the shadow under the name of the sub-
stance to the entire number. As against a graduation
of the suffrage with the same object according to the
-amount of property possessed by the voter, tested by
the value of his house or by the payment of rates
or in any other manner, precisely similar reasoning,
applies; but with this addition, that in this country
political privilege conferred solely on account of
superior wealth is looked upon with peculiar aversion.
By the proposed arrangement this cause of offence
would be given in a manner direct and undisguised
beyond all precedent, and which would ensure for it an
unpopularity such as might alone be sufficient to
prevent its adoption.

In the foregoing observations an attempt has been
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